INTRODUCTION
The neotropical Megalyridae are very rare and virtually unstudied. Some confusion has resulted over the classification of Iseura Spinola, which was based on a single specimen from Brazil (Spinola 1853) . Although the wasp is actually a cenocoeline braconid, it was incorrectly classified as a megalyrid by Dalla Torre (1900) . This error was perpetuated by subsequent authors (Froggatt 1906 , Fahringer 1928 , Hedqvist 1959 ) who continued to treat Iseura as a megalyrid, though they expressed doubts about the correct classification of the genus. The holotype finally was examined by Hedqvist (1967) , who correctly determined Iseura to be a braconid (I have also examined the holotype and concur with this identification). Therefore, to date, no authentic megalyrid species are described from South America.
Even so, Nelson and Platnick (1981) characterized the family Megalyridae as "moderately diversified" in South America, citing Kuschel (1960) . Although Kuschel (1960) The morphological terminology used in this paper is mostly that of Shaw (in press). Microsculpture terminology is that of Harris (1979) . Measurements and ratios are those used by Naumann (1985, in press Mesosoma: Mesonotum, ailla, and scutellar disc punctulate to der.sely shagreened; median mesoscutal sulcus finely foveolate; axillae meeting at inner angles; pronotum, mesopleuron, metapleuron, and hind coa shagreened; "pronotal" spiracle circular, without an internal fringe of setae; propodeal spiracle elongate, slit-like; propodeum areolate, without tubercles at postero-lateral corners; legs (as in Fig. 1) ; hind coxa without a longitudinal carina; hind tibial setae prone; fore and middle tibiae not apically rimmed with stout spines; fore and middle tibiae each with one apical spur, hind tibia with two spurs.
Wings (as in Fig. 4 (Fig. 2) ; occipital carina present, finely foveolate dorsally but not ventrally; occipital carina at base curving toward mandible; postgena narrow; antenna very short and compact (Fig. 2) , apex barely reaching mesosoma; flagellum illiform, apical flagellomere sharply pointed; mandible 3-toothed; maxillary palpus apparently 4-segmented; labial palpus apparently 2-segmented. Mesosoma: Mesonotum, axilla, and scutellar disc densely punctulate; median mesoscutal sulcus finely foveolate; axillae meeting at inner angles; pronotum, mesopleuron, metapleuron, hind coxa, and propodeum basally rugose; "pronotal" spiracle minute and circular, apparently without an internal fringe of setae; propodeal spiracle elongate, slit-like; propodeum apically areolate-rugose, with distinct tubercles at postero-lateral corners; legs (as in Fig. 2) ; hind coxa without a longitudinal carina; hind tibial setae prone to erect; fore and middle tibiae not apically rimmed with stout spines; fore, middle, and hind tibiae each with one apical spur. Fig. 5 ) hyaline, without any distinct banding pattern. Metasoma: Compact, subcylindrical, not compressed; faintly shagreened, but mostly smooth and shining; ovipositor (Fig. 2) much shorter than metasoma, arched apically; ovipositor sheaths very short, compact, and densely setose, about as long as T7.
Wings (as in
Etymology: Derived from "crypto-" (Gr.) meaning hidden, and "lyra" (Gr.), a stringed instrument, as a reference to its short ovipositor.
Remarks: A very autapomorphic genus, quite distinct from any other known megalyrid. Its very short antenna with pointed apical flagellomere, propodeum with postero-lateral tubercles, and very short ovipositor sheaths (Fig. 2) (Fig. 3) ; space between eye and ocular orbital carina foveate; malar suture faintly indicated at apex of subantennal groove; subantennal groove broad, bordered along dorsal margin by a sharp carina; occipital carina present, finely foveolate; occipital carina at base curving toward mandible; postgena narrow; antenna long and slender, extending at least to middle of mesosoma (F7-12 missing from holotype); flagellum (at least F1-6) filiform; mandible 3-toothed; maxillary palpus apparently 4-segmented; labial palpus 3-segmented.
Mesosoma: Mesonotum densely punctate; mesoscutal sulcus finely foveolate; axilla, scutellar disc, and mesopleuron punctulateshagreened; axillae meeting at inner angles; pronotum rugose; "pronotal" spiracle circular, without an internal fringe of setae; metapleuron and hind coxa shagreened; propodeal spiracle elongate, slit-like; propodeum areolate, without tubercles at postero-lateral corners; legs (as in Fig. 3) ; hind coxa without a longitudinal carina; hind tibial setae prone; fore and middle tibiae not apically rimmed with stout spines; fore and middle tibiae each with one apical spur; hind tibia with two spurs.
Wings (as in Fig. 6 Etymology: Derived from "neo-" (Gr.) meaning new, and Dinapsis, after the ethiopian megalyrid genus (Waterston 1922) .
Remarks" Clearly related to the lineage comprising Dinapsis + Ettchellsia, which shares the following synapomorphies with Neodinapsis: Rs branching from Rs + M (Fig. 6 ), Rs apically tubular and sclerotized to the wing margin (Fig. 6) , and ocular orbital carina present (Fig. 3) Shaw. These are the first Megalyridae described from South America. A diagnosis for the family and a key to neotropical species are given. Preliminary ideas on phylogenetic relationships are discussed.
